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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is in response to the supplemental amendment filed on 4/8/05. 

2. The objection to the disclosure is withdrawn in view of applicant's amendment. 

3. The rejection under 35 U.S. C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention to claims 3, 19-21, 25-41, and 42-48 is withdrawn in view of 
applicant's amendment. 

4. , The rejection under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Faustini et al. (U.S. 
5,842,020) to claims 1-54 is withdrawn in view of applicant's amendment and 
remarks/arguments. 

5. Claims 1, 3, 7, 19, 21, 27, 33, 42 and 49 have been amended. 

6. Claims 1-54 are pending. 

7. The objection to claim 37 is pending. 

8. Claims 1-54 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Faustini et al. (U.S. 5,842,020) in view of Hanson (U.S. 5,956,736). 

Response to Amendment 
Claim Objections 

9. As pointed out in the last Office Action (Mailed on 08/27/2004, par. 14), claim 37 
is objected to because of the following informalities: "on of on line 2 of the claim 
should be "one of. Appropriate correction is required. 



Application/Control Number: 09/559,224 
Art Unit: 2191 



Page 3 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

10. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1 1 . Claims 1-54 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Faustini et al. (U.S. 5,842,020) in view of Hanson (U.S. 5,956,736). 

Per Claim 1 (Amended): 

Faustini teaches an object oriented software application system, having an 
execution environment in which an object-oriented application is deployed as a collection 
of application objects, each application object having attributes defining properties 
thereof ("Method, system, and article of manufacture for dynamic editing of object 
oriented components used in an object oriented applet or application." in abstract and 
column 153, lines 58-59 to column 154, lines 1-1 1), the system comprising: an inspector 
configured to permit modification of at least one application object in the object oriented 
application, for communicating information pertaining to the attributes of the application 
object while the application object is deployed in the execution environment ("Dynamic 
editing is accomplished by providing each component that would have need of an editor 
with that capability as an integral part of the class template from which it is instantiated. 
. . . Thus, when such edit capable components are instantiated in either the logical view 
402 or the physical view 500, their built-in customizer or edit window 1 104 is invoked, 
see FIG. 1 1, and opens automatically. The editor appears in the view ready for use to 
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change or customize the properties of the component, in this case scrollbar 604b, based 
on user interaction with the customizer or editing window 1 104. ... An editing window 
... is defined as a method corresponding to the editor ... An editing window is opened . , . 
when the component with which it is associated is dragged and dropped or instantiated 
for use." in column 153, lines 58-59 to column 154, lines 1-11; column 154, lines 16-21; 
depicted in Figure 1 1 A, by blocks 1 122 and 1 126). Faustini does not explicitly teach a 
document server for maintaining an inventory of objects deployed in the execution 
environment, the document server providing a user interface to the inspector for 
communicating with said one application object, wherein the inspector is separate from 
the application object. Hanson teaches a document server for maintaining an inventory of 
objects deployed in the execution environment, the document server providing a user 
interface to the inspector for communicating with said one application object, wherein the 
inspector is separate from the application object (column 10, lines 32-34; A document 
server is inherently taught by Hanson, where the collection of objects are maintained. 
The viewer window is interpreted as a user interface. "Object Editor Window" in column 
11, lines 14-26 is interpreted as the inspector). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the computer art at the 
time of the invention was made to modify the system disclosed by Faustini to include a 
document server for maintaining an inventory of objects deployed in the execution 
environment, the document server providing a user interface to the inspector for 
communicating with said one application object, wherein the inspector is separate from 
the application object using the teaching of Hanson. The modification would be obvious 
because one of ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to use objects in order to be 
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able to extend and specialize the objects based on situations (Hanson, column 4, lines 19- 
23). 

Per Claim 2: 

The rejection of claim 1 is incorporated, and Hanson further teaches wherein the 
document server is configured to actuate the inspector, and wherein the inspector is 
configured to generate a display of attributes defining the object (column 11, lines 27-67 
and see Figure 6C). 

Per Claim 3 (Amended): 

The rejection of claim 2 is incorporated, and Faustini further teaches wherein the 
inspector is configured to allow user modification of the attributes shown in the display 
and to apply such modification to the attributes of the application object in the execution 
environment (column 10, lines 45-48 and column 154, lines 22-35). 

Per Claim 4: 

The rejection of claim 1 is incorporated, and Faustini further teaches wherein the 
inspector is configured to permit user modification of the application object during 
execution of the object-oriented application (column 10, lines 45-48 and column 154, 
lines 22-35). 



Per Claim 5: 
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The rejection of claim 1 is incorporated, and Hanson farther teaches wherein the 
document server is configured to maintain an inventory of objects deployed in the 
execution environment, and to retrieve and instantiate a corresponding inspector for a 
deployed object desired to be modified (column 10, lines 32-34 and column 1 1, lines 14- 
26). 

Per Claim 6: 

The rejection of claim 1 is incorporated, and Faustini further teaches comprising a 
library of objects accessible to the document server, for permitting addition of objects 
from the library to the object-oriented application (column 154, lines 5-1 1 and FIG 2, 
item 206). 

Per Claims 7 (Amended) & 8: 

These are another versions of the claimed system discussed above (claims 1 , 2 
and 3), wherein all claim limitations also have been addressed and/or covered in cited 
areas as set forth above. Thus, accordingly, these claims are also obvious. 

Per Claims 9 and 16: 

These are another versions of the claimed system discussed above, claim 13, 
wherein all claim limitations also have been addressed and/or covered in cited areas as set 
forth above. Thus, accordingly, these claims are also obvious. 



Per Claim 10: 
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The rejection of claim 7 is incorporated, and Faustini further teaches wherein the 
execution environment comprises a web browser (column 10, lines 25-43). 

Per Claim 11: 

The rejection of claim 1 is incorporated, and Faustini further teaches wherein said 
inspector is configured to modify a visual attribute of said object (column 154, lines 49- 
58). 

Per Claim 12: 

The rejection of claim 1 1 is incorporated, and Hanson further teaches wherein 
said inspector is configured to modify said visual attribute to be conditionally dependent 
on a characteristic of the execution environment (column 1 1, lines 42-67). 

Per Claim 13: 

The rejection of claim 6 is incorporated, and Faustini further teaches wherein the 
inspector is configured to permit user modification of the application object during 
execution of the object-oriented application, further comprising means for selectively 
archiving said application object and adding said application object to said library 
(column 154, lines 5-35). 



Per Claim 14: 
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The rejection of claim 1 is incorporated, and Hanson further teaches wherein said 
inspector is provided in the form of an archive file accessible to the document server 
(column 12, lines 1-18). 

Per Claim 15: 

The rejection of claim 14 is incorporated, and Hanson further teaches wherein 
said archive file is an XML file (column 12, lines 1-18). 

Per Claims 17-18: 

These are another versions of the claimed system discussed above (claims 14-15, 
respectively), wherein all claim limitations also have been addressed and/or covered in 
cited areas as set forth above. Thus, accordingly, these claims are also obvious. 

Per Claim 19 (Amended): 

The rejection of claim 7 is incorporated, and Hanson further teaches wherein said 
document server selects said inspector based on object attribute information contained 
within said inventory (column 12, lines 1-18). 

Per Claim 20: 

The rejection of claim 19 is incorporated, and Hanson further teaches wherein 
said inventory comprises an object registry of the execution environment (column 12, 
lines 1-18). 
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Per Claim 21 (Amended): 

The rejection of claim 7 is incorporated, and Hanson further teaches wherein said 
document server is configured for searching and identifying each object deployed in said 
execution environment having a common attribute selected for modification, to allow 
selective modification of each such object (column 10, lines 32-34 and column 1 1, lines 
14-26). 

Per Claim 22: 

The rejection of claim 7 is incorporated, and Hanson further teaches wherein said 
document server is configured for searching a library of archived objects, and for 
identifying archived objects having a common attribute selected for modification, to 
allow selective modification of each such object (column 10, lines 32-34 and column 11, 
lines 14-26). 

Per Claim 23: 

The rejection of claim 7 is incorporated, and Hanson further teaches wherein said 
document server is further configured for maintaining a history of modifications to 
provide version tracking of the object (column 12, lines 54-67 to column 13, lines 1-4). 

Per Claim 24: 

The rejection of claim 7 is incorporated, and Hanson further teaches wherein said 
execution environment comprises a register of runtime objects, and wherein said 
inventory comprises the register, whereby the document server accesses the register to 
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provide means for selecting the inspector corresponding to the runtime object (column 
12, lines 1-18). 

Per Claim 25: 

The rejection of claim 19 is incorporated, and Faustini further teaches wherein the 
inspector communicates with the runtime object via a network communication protocol 
(column 10, lines 25-35). 

Per Claim 26: 

The rejection of claim 25 is incorporated, and Faustini further teaches wherein 
said protocol comprises one of CORBA, COM, RPC and DDE (column 10, lines 25-35). 

Per Claim 27 (Amended): 

This is an improvement version of the claimed system discussed above (claims 7, 
19, 20 and 24), wherein all claim limitations also have been addressed and/or covered in 
cited areas as set forth above. Thus, accordingly, this claim is also obvious. 

Per Claim 28: 

The rejection of claim 27 is incorporated, and Faustini further teaches wherein 
said inspector is configured to alter a method of said selected executable object while said 
executable object continues to operate in the execution environment (column 153, lines 
58-59 to column 154, lines 1-1 1). 
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Per Claims 29-30: 

These are improvement versions of the claimed system discussed above (claims 3 
and 1 1, respectively), wherein all claim limitations also have been addressed and/or 
covered in cited areas as set forth above. Thus, accordingly, these claims are also 
obvious. 



Per Claim 31: 

The rejection of claim 29 is incorporated, and Faustini further teaches wherein 
said attribute is an operational attribute of said selected executable object (column 154, 
lines 36-48). 

Per Claim 32: 

The rejection of claim 3 1 is incorporated, and Faustini further teaches wherein 
said attribute is a menu item associated with said selected executable object (column 154, 
lines 49-58). 

Per Claim 33 (Amended): 

This is an improvement version of the claimed system discussed above, claim 6, 
wherein all claim limitations also have been addressed and/or covered in cited areas as set 
forth above. Thus, accordingly, this claim is also obvious. 



Per Claim 34: 



Application/Control Number: 09/559,224 Page 
Art Unit: 2191 

The rejection of claim 29 is incorporated, and Faustini further teaches wherein 
said inspector is configured to communicate with said executable object (column 154, 
lines 2-11). 

Per Claim 35: 

The rejection of claim 34 is incorporated, and Faustini further teaches wherein 
said executable object is configured to comprise a communication method for receiving 
configuration data defining operational behavior of the object, and wherein said inspector 
is configured to transmit configuration data via said communication method (column 154, 
lines 2-11). 

Per Claims 36-37: 

These are improvement versions of the claimed system discussed above (claims 
25 and 26, respectively), wherein all claim limitations also have been addressed and/or 
covered in cited areas as set forth above. Thus, accordingly, these claims are also 
obvious. 

Per Claim 38: 

The rejection of claim 27 is incorporated, and Hanson further teaches wherein 
said inspector documents comprise alternative archived inspectors corresponding to an 
executable object, and wherein said document server process is configured to select 
among said alternative archived inspectors according to an operating system of the 
execution environment (column 12, lines 1-18). 
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Per Claim 39: 

The rejection of claim 38 is incorporated, and Hanson further teaches wherein 
said inspector documents comprise a generic inspector document configured to determine 
attributes of an executable object and to provide a user interface for altering said 
attributes (column 12, lines 1-18). 

Per Claim 40: 

The rejection of claim 27 is incorporated, and Faustini further teaches wherein 
said inspector documents are stored as ASCII files (column 9, lines 9-25). 

Per Claim 41: 

The rejection of claim 40 is incorporated, and Faustini further teaches wherein 
said inspector documents are stored as XML files (column 9, lines 9-25). 

Per Claim 42 (Amended): 

This is a method version of the claimed system discussed above (claims 7 and 9), 
wherein all claim limitations also have been addressed and/or covered in cited areas as set 
forth above. Thus, accordingly, this claim is also obvious. 

Per Claim 43: 

The rejection of claim 42 is incorporated, and Faustini further teaches wherein 
said step of operating said inspector is performed while the application executes within 
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the first execution environment (abstract and column 153, lines 58-59 to column 154, 
lines 1-11). 

Per Claim 44: 

The rejection of claim 42 is incorporated, and Hanson further teaches wherein 
said first and second execution environment comprise respective different operating 
systems (column 14, lines 20-65). 

Per Claim 45: 

The rejection of claim 44 is incorporated, and Hanson further teaches wherein 
said step of deploying said application in the second execution environment comprises 
transmitting said application via a computer network (column 14, lines 20-65). 

Per Claim 46: 

The rejection of claim 45 is incorporated, and Hanson further teaches wherein 
said second execution environment comprises a web browser (column 14, lines 20-65). 

Per Claim 47: 

The rejection of claim 45 is incorporated, and Hanson further teaches comprising 
the step of providing a library of objects for selectively adding objects from the library to 
the application (column 10, lines 32-34 and column 11, lines 14-26). 



Per Claim 48: 
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The rejection of claim 47 is incorporated, and Faustini further teaches further 
comprising the step of selectively archiving the modified application object and adding 
the modified application object to the library (column 154, lines 5-35). 

Per Claims 49 (Amended) & 50-51: 

These are another versions of the claimed method discussed above, claim 42, 
wherein all claim limitations also have been addressed and/or covered in cited areas as set 
forth above. Thus, accordingly, these claims are also obvious. 

Per Claims 52-53: 

These are another versions of the claimed method discussed above (claims 47-48, 
respectively), wherein all claim limitations also have been addressed and/or covered in 
cited areas as set forth above. Thus, accordingly, these claims are also obvious. 

Per Claim 54: 

The rejection of claim 50 is incorporated, and Faustini further teaches wherein 
said step of saving said modified object comprises the step of saving said modified object 
as an XML archive document (column 9, lines 9-25). 

Response to Arguments 
12. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-54 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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Conclusion 



13. Any inquiry concerning this communication from the examiner should be directed 
to Qamrun Nahar whose telephone number is (571) 272-3730. The examiner can 
normally be reached on Mondays through Fridays from 9:30 AM to 6:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tuan Q. Dam, can be reached on (571) 272-3695. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or processing is assigned is (703) 872-9306. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the TC 2100 Group receptionist whose telephone 
number is 571-272-2100. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
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Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




